
Percent Pounds Thousand

Northeast 001 15,340 -835 1,996 2,017 -1.0 4,197 3.55 8.63 2.96 5.67 ---

Appalachian 2/ 005 3,445 -109 519 481 8.0 4,858 3.51 --- --- --- ---

Southeast 007 3,749 -650 542 551 -1.6 4,666 3.55 --- --- --- ---

Florida 006 282 -18 232 226 2.3 26,495 3.57 --- --- --- ---

Mideast 2/ 033 9,707 322 1,487 1,018 46.1 4,943 3.55 8.65 2.94 5.71 389

Upper Midwest 2/ 3/ 030 16,327 6,638 2,202 660 233.6 4,351 3.61 8.66 2.95 5.71 326

Central  2/ 032 6,108 -1,651 1,272 760 67.4 6,716 3.55 8.67 2.95 5.72 327

Southwest 2/  3/ 126 954 266 875 595 47.0 29,586 3.51 8.67 2.96 5.72 324

Arizona-Las Vegas 131 93 -13 228 244 -6.3 79,244 3.59 --- --- --- ---

Western 4/ 135 --- -708 --- --- --- --- --- --- --- --- ---

Pacific Northwest 2/ 3/ 124 896 205 648 411 57.5 23,329 3.59 8.67 2.96 5.71 ---

All Markets Combined 5/ 56,901 3,447 10,001 7,140 40.1 5,670 3.56 8.65 2.95 5.70 342

termination of the Western Federal milk order; see 4/.

Somatic Cell 
Count 1/

Number of Producers

Change from 
Prev. Year2004

Count Million pounds Percent

Average Daily 
Delivery Per 

Producer

Table 8--Receipts of Producer Milk and Related Statistics, by Federal Milk Order Marketing Area, July 2004, with Comparisons

Federal Milk Order 
Marketing Area

Order 
Number

Receipts of Producer Milk

2003 Butterfat

Component Test of Producer Milk 1/

Total Change from 
Prev. Year

4/ Effective April 1, 2004, the Western Federal milk order was terminated.  
5/ May not add due to rounding.  Figures for Component Test and Somatic Cell Count are the weighted average of the individual market figures.

Nonfat 
Solids Protein Other 

Solids

The weighting factors are the applicable pounds in total producer milk receipts.  The changes from the previous year have not been adjusted for the

1/ Figures for components other than butterfat are available only for those orders with the component pricing system for paying producers.
Figures for Somatic Cell Count are available only for those orders which adjust producer payments for this item.
2/ Handlers in these marketing areas elected not to pool milk in 2003 due to disadvantageous class and uniform price relationships.
3/ Handlers in these marketing areas elected not to pool milk in 2004 due to disadvantageous class and uniform price relationships.


